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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1 -3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Ruckertetal (#6,019,424). 

Ruckert et al show a seat comprising a headrest supporting frame (18) 
having a lower end secured to a recliner (19), a seatback frame (3) elastically 
connected to the headrest support frame, a plurality of elastic connecting means 
(20) that elastically couple the headrest supporting frame and the seatback 
frame, and a headrest adjusting bar (22) that adjusts the height of a headrest. 
The headrest adjusting bar being perpendicularly bent for connecting to the 
headrest through a side of the headrest. The insert hole has been interpreted to 
be the hole on the frame that the headrest adjusting bar is inserted though. 

With claim 2, the elastic connecting means is at least one tension spring. 

With claim 3, the upper end of the headrest adjusting bar is connected to a 
frame inside the headrest. The lower end of the headrest adjusting bar is 
adjustably inserted into the inserting hole formed at the upper end of the 
headrest supporting frame. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable oyer 
Elqadah et al (#6,033,01 7) in view of Mester (#1 ,251 ,079). 

Elqadah et al show a seat (26) comprising a headrest supporting frame 
(34) having a bottom end attaching to a seat and a top end for supporting a 
headrest (16). A seatback frame (12) is disposed within the headrest supporting 
frame, independent from the headrest supporting frame. However, Elqadah et al 
do not disclose the use of elastic connectors between the frames. 

Mester teaches a headrest member (21) having spring connectors (25) 
connecting the headrest member to the back member (32). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
use Mester's spring connectors (25) to connect the headrest supporting frame to 
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the seatback frame of Elqadah et al's seat, in order to provide a stop limit means 
to restrict the headrest supporting frame to pivot to a certain angle of degrees 
relative to the seatback frame. 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sherman (#3,594,037) in view of Mester (#1 ,251 ,079). 

Elqadah et al show a seat (22) comprising a headrest supporting frame 
(12) having a bottom end attaching to a seat and a top end for supporting a 
headrest (48). A seatback frame (28) is disposed within the headrest supporting 
frame, independent from the headrest supporting frame. The headrest 
supporting frame has left and right upright members and adjusting members 
mounted above each upright member defines adjusting holes (58). However, 
Elqadah et al do not disclose the use of elastic connectors between the frames. 

Mester teaches a headrest member (21) having spring connectors (25) 
connecting the headrest member to the back member (32). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
use Mester's spring connectors (25) to connect the headrest supporting frame to 
the seatback frame of Sherman's seat, in order to define the distance that the 
seatback frame (28) can move relatively away from the headrest supporting 
frame (12). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 8, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The applicant has argued that the prior art does not 
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disclose or teach the applicant's invention. The examiner disagrees with this 
argument. It is best interpreted that Ruckert et al show a seat comprising a 
headrest supporting frame (18) having a lower end secured to a recliner (19), a 
seatback frame (3) elastically connected to the headrest support frame, a 
plurality of elastic connecting means (20) that elastically couple the headrest 
supporting frame and the seatback frame, and a headrest adjusting bar (22) that 
adjusts the height of a headrest. The headrest adjusting bar being 
perpendicularly bent for connecting to the headrest through a side of the 
headrest. The insert hole has been interpreted to be the hole on the frame that 
the headrest adjusting bar is inserted though. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Stephen A. Vu whose telephone number is 
571-272-6862. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8:30 am to 
5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Peter M. Cuomo can be reached on 571-272-6856. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 





Stephen Vu 
October 20, 2005 



Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 3600 



